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		 The	following	is	a	brief,	but	concise	narrative	outlining	the	workings	of	Multiple	Streams	Theory:		 Any	societal	predisposition	to	get	something	done	will	enter	one	of	three	ever-flowing,	somewhat	independent,	circular	streams.		The	problem	stream	(problems	waiting	to	be	solved),	the	policy	stream	(proposed	solutions	to	various	problems),	and	the	political	stream	(frameworks	of	prevalent	ideologies,	public	opinion,	and	the	political	realities	in	which	policy	making	takes	place)	are	always	moving,	with	issues	or	factors	coming	in	and	out	of	the	streams.				 While	these	streams	are	flowing	around	the	decision-making	buildings	(the	Capitol	Building	in	Washington	D.C.	or	the	various	statehouses),	events	are	happening	in	the	world	that	might	elevate	one	issue	to	the	forefront	of	attention.		This	generally	happens	because	a	‘focusing	event’	may	have	taken	place	that	gets	the	public’s	attention	and	requires	policy	makers	to	take	action.		At	this	point,	decision-makers	may	fish	through	the	“garbage	can”	of	policy	ideas	in	hopes	of	coming	up	with	one	that	will	address	the	problem,	while	‘policy	entrepreneurs’	and	special-interest	groups	stand	beside	the	garbage	can	trying	to	sell	the	decision-makers	on	their	ideas.		When	the	decision	makers	find	a	possible	solution	to	the	problem	in	the	form	of	a	policy	idea,	the	issue	and	its	possible	solution	will	“couple”	together	and	make	its	way	through	a	temporarily	open	“policy	window”	and	onto	the	political	agenda	for	possible	consideration.		A	clear	example	of	this	dynamic	is	what	sometimes	happens	after	one	of	the	periodic	mass	shootings	in	the	United	States.		The	event	“shocks”	the	system	and	focuses	everyone’s	attention.		A	potential	policy	window	opens	through	which	one	
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Wise	and	Chuck	Eaton	opposed	passage	(State	of	Georgia-GPSC,	2013).		The	July	11,	2013	GPSC	press	release	read:		 The	Commission	also	approved	by	a	vote	of	3-2	a	motion	proposed	by		 Commissioner	Lauren	“Bubba”	McDonald,	Jr.,	that	Georgia	Power	include	in		 this	IRP	an	additional	525	Megawatts	(MW)	of	new	solar	generation.	The	 amended	motion	requires	that	260	MW	be	brought	online	by	2015	and	265		 MW	by	2016.	The	new	solar	generation	will	be	composed	of	100	MW	of		 distributed	generation	and	425	MW	of	utility	scale	solar	and	will	require		 competitive	bidding.	(State	of	Georgia-GPSC,	2013)	




controls”	(Kraften,	2013).		The	victory	established	the	Green-Tea	Coalition	as	one	of	the	most	effective	advocates	for	solar	power	in	the	more	conservative	parts	of	the	country.		The	coalition	understood	the	power	of	smart,	cooperative,	cross–ideological	public	relations	and	continuously	put	this	understanding	to	work.		 A	few	weeks	after	the	GPSC	decided	to	add	525	MW	of	solar	power	in	Georgia	by	2017	by	passage	of	McDonald’s	amendment,	Dooley	penned	an	op-ed	for	the	influential	environmental	website	Grist	in	which	she	wrote,		It’s	a	big	deal	because	it	shows	that	Southern	states	are	getting	in	the		 game	and	letting	clean	energy	compete.	Georgia	is	ranked	fifth	in	solar	energy	potential	in	the	U.S.,	but	until	now	has	been	only	38th	in	solar	power	projects	installed.	We	hope	Georgia	will	be	a	role	model	that	other	states	will	follow.	(Dooley,	2013)			 Other	states	did	follow	with	significant	solar	efforts,	which	will	be	addressed	later,	but	Georgia	was	not	finished	in	its	move	towards	a	more	friendly	posture	towards	solar	energy.	McDonald’s	amendment	opened	the	door	to	other	solar	friendly	legislation	to	be	considered,	not	by	the	GPSC,	but	by	the	actual	Georgia	legislature.		During	the	2015	Georgia	Legislative	session,	Republican	Rep.	Mike	Dudgeon	introduced	HB57	–	The	Solar	Power	Free-Market	Financing	Act,	which	passed	the	Georgia	Legislature	and	was	signed	into	law	by	Governor	Deal	on	May	12,	2015	(Georgia	General	Assembly,	2015).		Upon	passage,	Stephen	O’Day,	one	of	the	principle	legislative	negotiators	and	head	sustainability	lawyer	at	Smith	Gambrell	and	Russell,	LLP,	said	“Georgia	has	created	a	market	for	solar	energy	
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	 By	enshrining	a	constitutional	right	‘to	own	or	lease	solar	equipment		 installed	on	their	property	to	generate	electricity	for	their	own	use’	in	the		 Florida	Constitution,	the	proposed	amendment	provides	stronger	protection		 for	solar	energy	consumers	than	previously	existed	under	the	Florida		 Constitution.	(Rosica,	2016)			














































































	 The	FSC	leadership	was	very	pleased	with	the	outcome	of	the	vote,	and	felt	it	represented	a	vindication	of	the	coalitions	efforts	to	improve	the	status	of	solar	in	the	state.		Tory	Perfetti,	chairman	of	FSC	and	a	director	for	Conservatives	for	Energy	Freedom	said:			 Today,	as	a	coalition	representing	every	part	of	Florida's	political	spectrum,		 we	defeated	one	of	the	most	egregious	and	underhanded	attempts	at	voter		 manipulation	in	this	state’s	history.	With	God’s	blessing	and	the	hard	work	of		 every	member	of	Floridians	for	Solar	Choice,	we	won	against	all	odds	and		 secured	a	victory	for	energy	freedom.	This	is	a	win	for	the	people	and	I	could		 not	be	more	honored	to	be	a	part	of	this	historic	victory	as	Chairman	of		 Floridians	for	Solar	Choice.	(Ola,	2016)		Stephen	Smith,	board	member	of	FSC	and	executive	director	of	SACE	said,				 Today	was	truly	a	Solar	Uprising.	For	the	second	time	this	year,	Florida		 voters	have	seen	the	light	–	first	by	supporting	Amendment	4	this	summer		 lowering	burdensome	taxes	on	solar	power	and	now	by	defeating	the	utility-	 backed	attempt	to	choke	off	customer-owned	solar	with	the	deceptively-	 worded	Amendment	1.	The	Sunshine	State	voters	have	spoken	clearly:	they		 want	more	solar	friendly	policies	and	the	freedom	to	harness	the	sun’s	power		 for	the	benefit	of	all	Floridians	and	not	just	the	monopoly	utilities.	(Ola,		 2016)			 Finally	Debbie	Dooley,	co-founder	of	the	Green-Tea	Coalition	and	early	organizer	of	FSC,	said	the	defeat	of	Amendment	1	was	a	repudiation	of	the	
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Important	Interlude:		Tea	Party	Divide			 Before	an	examination	of	why	Debbie	Dooley’s	faction	of	the	Tea	Party	Patriots	would	be	willing	to	partner	with	the	Sierra	Club	in	support	of	solar	power,	it	is	important	to	remember	that	the	Tea	Party	movement	was	not	monolithic	and	was	more	decentralized	than	generally	thought.		This	decentralization	often	led	to	Tea	Party	groups	in	disagreement	with	one	another.		To	this	end,	Debbie	Dooley’s	viewpoints	and	principles	concerning	solar	power	were	not	accepted	by	many	traditional	conservative	organizations	and	were	rejected	by	other	influential	factions	of	the	Tea	Party.		Revisiting	this	fact	is	important	for	situational	clarity	going	forward.				 As	was	noted	in	the	previous	chapter,	Americans	for	Prosperity	(AFP),	the	Koch	Brothers-funded	political	advocacy	group,	opposed	Dooley’s	pro-solar	efforts.		Dooley	thought	AFP	represented	a	pro-utility,	business	as	usual	approach,	and	was	vocal	about	her	concerns.		While	AFP	is	not	technically	an	independent	Tea	Party	organization,	they	shared	many	of	the	same	policy	ideals	and	were	instrumental	in	helping	to	organize,	fund,	and	capitalize	on	the	political	anger	driving	the	Tea	Party.			 AFP’s	financial	relationship	to	the	Koch	Brothers,	and	AFP’s	hostility	to	solar	power,	put	the	two	Tea	Party	entities	on	a	collision	course.		The	American	Spectator,	an	influential	conservative	publication,	attacked	Dooley’s	criticism	of	AFP’s	importance	to	the	Tea	Party	movement.		Cassidy	wrote,		Dooley	and	her	friends	are	tricking	conservatives,	misrepresenting	the	numbers,	and	accusing	AFP	—	which	has	done	more	for	the	Tea	Party	than	anyone	—	of	putting	out	’completely	false	information.’	This	has	made	it	easy	
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banner	of	personal	freedom,	economic	freedom,	and	fiscal	responsibility),	showcased	her	abilities	as	a	nimble	political	activist.				 When	Debbie	Dooley	defined	these	issues	from	her	viewpoint	and	explained	why	she	felt	they	dovetailed	with	her	Tea	Party	beliefs,	she	helped	significantly	reset	the	terms	of	the	solar	power	debate	in	Georgia	and	across	the	more	conservative	areas	of	the	country.		The	arguments	she	was	able	to	put	forward	allowed	her	faction	of	the	Georgia	Tea	Party	to	position	itself	as	an	important	partner	with	the	Sierra	Club	in	support	of	solar	power	and	provided	political	cover	to	Commissioner	McDonald’s	efforts	to	increase	it’s	use	within	the	state.		 An	examination	of	her	public	statements	illustrates	why	she	takes	pro-solar	positions	and	demonstrates	the	certainty	with	which	she	defends	how	they	comport	with	the	beliefs	of	the	Tea	Party.		In	an	interview	with	the	Yale	University	School	of	Forestry	and	Environmental	Studies,	Dooley	highlighted	how	she	believes	solar	power	is	an	important	component	of	personal	freedom:			 The	reason	I	am	so	focused	on	solar	now	is	because	I	believe	that	solar		 empowers	the	people.	I	believe	that	solar	equals	energy	freedom.	The		 average	person	cannot	go	out	and	construct	a	new	power	plant,	they	can’t		 put	a	nuclear	reactor	on	their	rooftop,	and	they	can’t	go	out	and	build	a	big		 wind	farm.	But	they	can	install	solar	panels	on	their	rooftop	and	become		 energy	independent.	(Toomey,	2015)			During	another	interview	with	the	Guardian	she	highlighted	her	opinion	that	solar	power	falls	right	in	line	the	Tea	Party/conservative	beliefs	of	free-market	economics.			
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1) Protecting	treasured	places	2) Promoting	energy	independence,		3) Advancing	a	clean	energy	economy	4) Creating	job	opportunities		5) Saving	energy	and	saving	money		6) Empowering	diverse	constituencies		7) Ensuring	safe,	health	communities		
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	 The	combination	of	the	mission	statement	and	the	provided	list	of	organizational	values	should	leave	no	doubt	about	where	SACE	stands	on	solar	policy.		One	listed	value	of	note	is	value	number	6:		“Empowering	diverse	constituencies.”		Much	like	the	Sierra	Club’s	call	for	“strategic	alliances,”	this	enumeration	of	“empowering	diverse	constituencies”	can	help	in	the	justification	of	seeking	partnership	with	groups	of	different	ideological	make-ups.		In	addition	to	empowering	diverse	constituencies/strategic	alliances,	other	values	listed	by	the	SACE	hold	potential	points	of	agreement	with	more	conservative	allies.		These	include:	promoting	energy	independence,	advancing	a	clean	energy	economy,	creating	job	opportunities,	and	saving	energy	and	saving	money.					 Conservatives	for	Energy	Freedom	(CEF)	was	founded	by	Debbie	Dooley	to	become	a	national	platform	for	promoting	renewable	energy	from	a	conservative	viewpoint.		Tory	Perfetti	was	brought	on	board	by	Dooley	to	act	as	the	Florida	Director	of	CEF	and	became	the	Chairman	of	the	FSC	coalition	(Perfetti,	2017).	Essentially,	CEF	took	the	lessons	learned	from	the	Green	Tea	experience	in	Georgia	and	combined	them	with	a	more	defined	outline	of	why	decentralized	renewable	energy	is	agreeable	with	conservative/	Tea	Party	values.		Some	important	verbiage	from	the	“What	We	Believe”	section	of	the	CEF	website	states	their	case:			 We	support	allowing	energy	sources	to	compete	on	a	level	playing	field	in		 the	free-market.		We	believe	consumers	should	determine	which	energy		 source	is	best	–	not	the	government	nor	giant	monopolies.			We	support	fossil		 fuel	energy	sources	but	believe	that	decentralized	energy	has	the	best		 potential	to	provide	choice	and	competition	to	government	created	
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	 monopolies.	The	average	citizen	can’t	construct	their	own	nuclear	power		 plant	or	coal	fire	plant	but	they	can	utilize	decentralized	energy	forms	to	help		 put	them	in	control	of	their	energy	needs…We	strongly	believe	that	moving		 to	a	more	decentralized	structure	in	our	nation’s	energy	needs	is	a	matter	of		 national	security.	(Conservatives	for	Energy	Freedom,	2018)		
	Specific	Reasons	for	Why	FSC	Coalition	Formed			 While	much	of	the	”why”	for	the	Georgia	partnership	could	be	found	in	the	mission	statement	of	the	Sierra	Club	and	the	foundational	principles	of	the	Tea	Party	movement,	the	reasons	why	the	FSC	effort	formed	were	two	fold.		The	first	was	that	the	size	and	scope	of	the	challenge,	brought	on	by	government	inaction	on	solar	issues,	required	an	“all	hands	on	deck”	response	from	the	FSC.		The	second	area	concerned	why	different	individuals	and	groups,	including	the	coalition’s	founders,	would	organize	and	take	action	to	support	solar.				 Because	of	the	inaction,	and	outright	hostility,	to	any	truly	significant	pro-solar	policies	in	the	legislature	and	executive	branches	in	Florida	prior	to	2015,	the	decision	was	taken	by	the	organizers	of	the	FSC	to	go	around	the	lawmakers	and	straight	to	the	people	in	the	form	of	a	ballot	referendum.		This	proposal	was	a	very	labor-intensive	effort	requiring	support	from	anyone	who	supported	solar	in	the	state,	regardless	of	political	affiliation.		 In	what	amounted	to	a	symbolic	handing	of	the	baton	across	state	lines	during	the	initial	January	2015	press	conference	launching	the	FSC	initiative,	Debbie	
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Dooley,	who	did	not	directly	lead	the	FSC	effort,	emphatically	laid	out	why	it	was	necessary	to	go	straight	to	the	people	by	stating,				 This	ballot	initiative	is	extremely	important	because	the	legislature	has	not		 acted	in	the	last	few	years	to	open	up	the	market	for	solar	and	this	is	why		 were	are	taking	our	voice	to	the	people,	this	gives	the	people	the	say	so	in		 their	energy	future…free	market	principles	should	not	be	cherry	picked	by		 groups	that	have	donors	in	fossil	fuel,	a	monopoly	is	not	free	market…	(FSC		 Press	Conference	Jan.	2015:	Debbie	Dooley,	Conservatives	for	Energy		 Freedom	Founder)	
	 Placing	a	constitutional	amendment	proposal	on	the	ballot	via	a	signature	petition	drive	was	a	major	undertaking	that	required	widespread	support.		Getting	widespread	support	required	cooperating	with	all	interested	parties,	regardless	of	their	position	along	the	ideological	spectrum,	as	long	as	they	supported	expanding	solar	rights.	During	the	January	2015	kickoff	press	conference	for	FSC,	Tory	Perfetti,	the	Chairman	of	FSC,	highlighted	this	cross-ideological	cooperation,	and	noted	how	that	cooperation	would	help	grow	the	movement.		Perfetti	(2015)	said,			 This	referendum…is	simply	going	to	give	choice	and	freedom…and	let	the		 free	market	into	Florida’s	energy	market…this	is	something	many		 individuals,	right,	left,	and	business	have	argued	for,	for	many,	many	years.		 So	finally	all	of	us	are	coming	together	-	and	it	is	a	continually	growing	group		 with	momentum	that	has	even	surprised	me	at	times	with	how	responsive		 people	have	been	(FSC	Press	Conference	Jan.	2015:	Tory	Perfetti,		 Conservatives	for	Energy	Freedom).	
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supporting	organizations	that	decided	that	their	view	of	solar	expansion	was	in	agreement	with	FSC’s	organizational	goals	(FSC	website,	2018).				 During	the	effort	to	bring	the	FSC	referendum	to	the	attention	of	the	public,	spokespersons	from	many	of	the	organizing	and	supporting	organizations	that	joined	the	effort	went	on	the	record	during	press	conferences,	media	interviews,	or	written	press	releases	to	verbalize	why	they	supported	the	FSC	effort.		A	sampling	of	these	statements	will	help	highlight	the	reasons	why	different	organizations	joined	the	coalition	and	illustrate	the	multifaceted	makeup	of	the	FSC	coalition.		(This	author	has	added	italics	to	their	statements	to	highlight	where	their	organizations	goals	are	met	by	increased	solar	deployment).	Stephanie	Kunkel	of	Clean	Water	Action	said,			 Clean	water	action	is	proud	to	join	Floridians	for	Solar	Choice	a	coalition	of		 businesses,	conservatives,	and	environmental	organizations	working	to		 expand	solar	choice	for	Florida’s	businesses	and	families…Unlike	
	 conventional	power	generation,	solar	power	generates	electricity	without	
	 relying	on	water	use…this	ballot	initiative	will	decrease	water	usage	and	





	 anything.	(Floridians	for	Solar	Choice,	Jan.	Press	Conference,	2015)			Randy	Miller,	Executive	Vice	President	of	the	Florida	Retail	Federation	said,			 We	are	here	to	celebrate	the	interest	that	has	occurred	with	this	wonderful		 coalition,	the	diverse	groups	that	have	come	together	for	this	common	sense	
	 issue.		We	have	been	advocating	this	for	a	number	of	years	and	finally	we	




















	 The	main	reason	that	explains	how	the	partnership	succeeded	in	staying	together	to	reach	shared	goals	came	down	to	communication	and	messaging.		Dooley	and	Kiernan	were	political	professionals	who	knew	when	to	speak,	what	to	say,	and	when	to	stay	quiet	depending	on	which	audience	needed	to	be	reached.		They	kept	their	eyes	on	the	prize,	and	messaged	accordingly.		That	is	how	the	partnership	came	to	be	successful.		This	did	not	happen	overnight,	it	developed	over	a	period	of	about	three	years.		 Kiernan	saw	the	first	glimpse	of	how	this	partnership	could	work	when	Dooley	and	the	Tea	Party	“unexpectedly	joined	unions	and	various	progressive	organizations	in	opposing	proposed	legislation	that	would	outlaw	some	forms	of	political	and	economic	protest	and	turn	others	into	felony	offenses”	(Graham	and	Hand,	2017,	p.	6).		Even	after	the	bill’s	sponsors	tried	to	placate	Tea	Party	opposition	by	changing	the	legislation’s	language	so	it	only	applied	to	labor	unions,	Dooley’s	Tea	Party	resisted	Senate	Bill	469	(Jamison,	2012).		The	Tea	Party	Patriots	press	release	about	SB469	stated,		 This	is	not	a	right	or	left	issue,	it	is	a	right	or	wrong	issue.	We	may	not	agree		 with	the	all	of	the	politics	listed	in	the	scenarios	above,	but	we	will	defend		 their	right	to	speak	and	protest,	because	this	is	America.	If	we	destroy	the		 First	Amendment,	we	cease	to	be	a	free	nation.	(Jamison,	2012)			 Having	this	faction	of	the	Tea	Party	stand	up	for	the	First-Amendment	rights	of	ideologically	opposed	groups	provided	an	important	opening.		This	action	allowed	Kiernan	an	opportunity	to	point	out	to	skeptical	traditional	supporters	of	the	Sierra	Club	that	the	Tea	Party	was	a	significantly	decentralized	organization,	
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(Floridians	for	Solar	Choice,	2018).		While	some	might	balk	at	the	listing	of	the	Libertarian	Party	and	the	Florida	Retail	Federation	into	a	list	of	more	conservative	organizations,	their	political	magnetic	field	attracts	interest	from	the	traditional	right	side	of	the	political	spectrum,	not	from	traditional	environmental	organizations	identified	with	the	left.				 Having	these	conservative	organizations	listed	beside	the	Southern	Alliance	for	Clean	Energy,	the	Florida	Alliance	for	Renewable	Energy,	the	Florida	Solar	Energy	Industries	Association,	and	WTEC	Energy	Innovation	delivered	the	message	that	solar	was	good	for	personal	and	economic	freedom,	good	for	the	environment,	good	for	business,	and	good	with	God.		It	also	indicated	that	that	FSC	was	following	Rule	2	and	attempting	to	“understand	the	message	and	understand	the	fight”,	and	planned	to	proceed	in	a	“professional	manner”	(Perfetti,	2017).		 This	preparation	and	organization	paid	dividends	for	FSC	when	the	effort	went	public	by	allowing	a	high-profile	presentation	of	cross-ideological	unity	at	the	introductory	press	conference	of	the	Floridians	for	Solar	Choice	Ballot	Initiative	on	January	14,	2015.		The	unified	public	presentation	of	coalition	leaders	from	across	the	ideological	spectrum	made	it	politically	safer	for	other	interested	organizations	to	join.		The	diverse	leadership	and	public	support	by	multiple	organizations	representing	different	ideologies	contributed	to	a	successful	kickoff	and	strong	campaign	start.		Perfetti	stated,		 So	here	we	are	an	organization	comprised	of	individuals	on	the	right.	Trump		 people	like	myself.	Al	Gore,	Hillary	Clinton,	Bernie	Sanders	people	on	the	left.			 And	all	of	us	were	able	to	set	a	bar	where	we	selected	an	issue,	focused	on	
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	 that	issue,	created	messaging	around	that	issue	and	came	together	to	actually		 lead	a	fight	which	has	done	something	in	the	state	of	Florida	that	everybody		 thought	was	impossible.		And	that	was	to	actually	open	up	first	the	discussion		 and	then	create	meaningful	change	through	actual	policy	voting.	(Perfetti,		 2017)			 By	having	an	ideologically	diverse	leadership	on	display	from	the	beginning,	the	message	was	sent	publically	to	all	that	there	was	plenty	of	room	under	the	tent	for	anybody	interested	in	joining	the	effort;	and	that	there	were	like-minded	people	waiting	for	you	to	join.				 In	a	confidential	telephone	interview,	an	important	voice	inside	the	coalition	offered	insight	into	the	idea	that	you	need	to	meet	people	where	they	are	to	lead	this	type	of	coalition.		The	respondent	(2018)	said,	I	think	the	biggest	problem	in	any	solar	initiative	or	any	movement,	is	actually	taking	the	time	to	explain,	using	people's	own	values	why	this	is	important	to	them.		And	I	think	that's	what	the	solar	coalition	was	able	to	do	by	reaching	across	so	many	different	sectors…You	know,	let's	tell	people	why	this	is	important,	using	the	things	that	are	important	to	people.		And	I	think	that's	the	real	key	to	success	of	bringing	together	these	kinds	of	actions.				 Providing	this	type	of	initial	message	to	the	larger	public	was	intentional,	and	was	designed	to	work	with	Perfetti’s	Rule	#3:	“Understand	the	people	you	are	talking	to.”				
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Rule	#3:		Understand	the	people	you	are	talking	to			 The	first	two	rules	of,	“do	no	harm”	to	your	partners	by	attempting	to	change	their	ideology,	and	to	”understand	your	message”	are	designed	to	make	sure	that	the	promoters	of	the	message	understand	their	roles.		The	third	rule,	”understand	the	people	you	are	taking	to,”	is	designed	to	remind	the	messengers	to	first,	respect	the	different	viewpoints	within	the	coalition	and	second,	concentrate	on	the	targeted	audiences	that	would	be	receptive	to	their	particular	version	of	the	pro-solar	story.				 The	leadership	of	the	FSC	coalition	determined	that	for	this	particular	effort,	which	had	one	specific	goal,	but	numerous	different	ideological	pathways	to	that	goal,	partisanship	could	be	a	strength.		When	commenting	on	this	idea	Perfetti	stated,	“I	like	partisanship	and	I	don’t	like	the	word	bipartisan.		And	I	will	tell	you	why,	bipartisan	means	that	I	am	going	to	ask	you	to	give	up	some	thing	you	really	believe	in…	Our	partisanship	and	our	understanding	of	each	other's	individual	beliefs	systems	was	our	greatest	asset”	(Perfetti,	2017).				 Instead	of	bipartisan,	Perfetti	referred	to	the	FSC	approach	as	“multi-partisan”	because	it	allowed	people	to	feel	they	were	involved	in	a	singular	cause,	for	multiple	reasons,	which	reinforced	rather	than	compromised	their	closely	held	beliefs.		He	highlighted	his	belief	in	this	“multi-partisan”	approach	by	saying,		 …you	had	libertarians	and	Republican	Liberty	Caucus	members	standing		 with	hard	core	Sierra	Club	members,		environmentalists		 and…Evangelical	Environmental	Network	Christians	all	standing	and		 speaking	on	the	same	issues.		That	partisanship	was	incredibly	effective		
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	 because	we	understood	how	to	utilize	things	that	make	people	passionate.			 I’m	a	believer	that	if	you	are	going	to	find	an	issue…like	we	did,	then	you		 have	to	legitimately	respect	[your	partners],	not	fake	respect	(Perfetti,		 2017).			 		 This	idea	of	understanding	who	is	being	spoken	to,	and	embracing	a	“multi-partisan”	approach	built	on	respect,	really	seemed	to	work	for	the	FSC	coalition	which	got	out	of	the	gate	quickly.		One	month	after	their	kickoff	news	conference	on	January	14,	2015,	a	second	news	conference	was	held	on	February	17,	2015	announcing	the	collection	of	the	first	100,000	signatures	and	the	addition	of	multiple	groups	who	had	joined	the	effort	(Floridians	for	Solar	Choice	Press	Conference	–	Feb.	2015).		
	Rule	#4:		Reputation	–	Importance	of	protecting	yours,	and	your	partners			 The	fourth	rule	that	Perfetti	and	the	leadership	of	FSC	operated	under	concerned	the	importance	of	reputation.		In	his	talk,	he	framed	the	importance	of	reputation	in	two	ways,	both	revolving	around	trust.	First,	the	trust	that	came	from	a	good	reputation	was	very	important	in	allowing	FSC	leadership	to	recruit	the	initial	membership	of	foundational	organizations.		He	stated,			 Everyone	who	initially	went	to	lead	this	FSC	fight	and	continued	through,		 were	putting	our	reputations	on	the	line.		That	is	also	a	very	key	prospect	of		 actual	change.…	If	I	wasn't	able	to	call	up	the	Christian	Coalition,	I	wasn't		 able	to	call	up	people	on	the	right	and	I	was	unable	to	say	to	them,	look		 you've	known	me	a	decade.	I'm	telling	you	this	is		an	issue	we	need	to	do.		
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clean-energy	conservatism	as	a	countermovement.			 In	Georgia,	the	Green	Tea	Coalition	was	successful,	even	when	confronted		 with	the	opposing	‘Keep	the	Lights	on	in	Georgia’	campaign	led	by	Americans		 for	Prosperity.	In	response	to	the	pro-solar	coalition,	in	2013	the	public		 utilities	commission	increased	the	role	of	solar	production	in	Georgia	
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	 When	President	Carter	said,	“No	one	can	ever	embargo	the	Sun	or	interrupt	its	delivery	to	us”	he	was	referencing	two	seminal	events	that	changed	America’s	relationship	with	energy.		These	two	events	were;	1.)	the	constriction	of	the	oil	supply	in	1979	that	the	country	was	experiencing	at	the	time	of	Carter’s	remarks,	and	2.)	the	more	severe	1973-74	OPEC	led	oil	embargo.		The	1979	supply	constriction	was	brought	about	by	the	unrest	tied	to	the	Iranian	Revolution	and	the	1973-74	Arab	Oil	embargo	was	tied	to	the	Yom	Kippur	War	between	Israel	and	a	coalition	of	Arab	States	(Macalister,	2011).		The	volatile	instability	of	the	situation	in	the	Middle	East	made	its	way	to	the	streets	of	the	United	States,	and	caused	Americans	at	all	levels	to	question	the	country’s	reliance	on	imported	energy.			 These	back-to-back	oil	shocks	brought	supply	shortages,	gas	rationing,	and	severe	price	increases	into	the	lives	of	everyday	Americans,	and	made	the	already	troublesome	economic	situations	of	1974	and	1979	worse	(Macalister,	2011).		The	energy	crisis	brought	the	issue	of	energy	instability	to	the	center	of	American	life.		Prior	to	this,	citizens	of	the	United	States	had	enjoyed	inexpensive	and	plentiful	gasoline	that	allowed	them	the	freedom	to	go	anywhere	in	the	country,	often	by	way	of	President	Eisenhower’s	Interstate	Highway	System.		During	the	oil	embargo,	Americans	were	not	on	the	road,	they	were	waiting	in	line	to	buy	gasoline.		 Carter’s	election	in	1976	brought	with	it	an	important	policy	reaction	to	the	1973-74	oil	crisis.		The	National	Energy	Act	was	passed	in	1978	and	contained	five	separate	statutes	designed	to	increase	energy	production	and	encourage	conservation.		One	of	these	statutes	was	the	Public	Utilities	Regulatory	Policies	Act	(PURPA),	which	proved	pivotal	in	the	future	policy	consideration	of	renewable	
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electric	light,	automobile,	telephone,	transistor,	computer	chip,	nuclear	power,	and	many	others	have	transformed	society.		With	each	technological	innovation	come	policy	questions	and	debates	that	must	be	addressed	in	order	for	that	innovation	to	be	integrated	into	society.		This	is	the	basis	of	the	debate	surrounding	solar	policy	in	Georgia,	Florida,	and	the	rest	of	the	country.		 The	power	industry	is	a	science	and	technology	industry.		After	the	development	of	electricity,	its	initial	unregulated	deployment	created	a	dangerous	and	chaotic	situation	in	the	metropolitan	areas	of	the	country,	which	required	the	adoption	of	government	policies	to	regulate	the	industry.		These	policies	established	regulated	monopoly	utilities	that	brought	order	to	the	situation	in	the	cities,	and	helped	bring	electricity	to	rural	areas	like	Plains,	Georgia,	that	President	Carter	referenced	in	his	remarks.				 As	the	energy	sector	developed,	policies	had	to	be	established	concerning	issues	such	as	nuclear	power,	natural	gas	fracking,	off-shore	oil	exploration,	and	pollution	standards.		While	solar	power	has	been	a	promising	technology	for	40	years,	the	last	decade	has	seen	solar	power	issues	come	to	the	forefront	of	policy	agendas	around	the	country.			 As	solar	technology	improved,	it	started	to	become	more	widely	deployed	around	the	world.		With	this	widespread	deployment	came	an	eventual	drop	in	price	that	made	the	technology	even	more	appealing	as	an	alternative	energy	source.		As	it	became	more	affordable	and	appealing,	the	debate	about	how	it	could	be	incorporated	into	the	energy	mix	moved	into	more	conservative	areas	of	the	
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	 The	traditional	“iron	triangle”	refers	to	a	policy-making	relationship	between	legislative	bodies,	governmental	bureaucracy,	and	special	interest	groups.		Often	this	represents	a	relatively	sealed	policy	process.		Those	within	the	policy	triangle	are	protected	by	the	“iron”	relationships	between	them	and	are	resistant	to	outside	influence	(Weible,	Sabatier	&	Flowers,	2008,	p.	1).		 The	policy	situations	that	the	ACF	helps	explain	are	those	that	include	actors	from	outside	this	triangle.		By	expanding	the	policy	playing	field	in	order	to	take	into	consideration	the	viewpoints	and	influences	of	those	from	outside	the	reinforcing	echo	chamber	of	“iron	triangle”	system,	the	ACF	can	frame	policy	debates	that	include	input	from	citizens	and	other	interested	parties.		Some	of	these	policy	participants	may,	or	may	not,	be	perpetually	plugged	into	the	political	system,	and	may	only	engage	when	particular	issues	are	being	debated.		 Those	from	outside	the	system	often	organize	themselves	into	coalitions	to	increase	their	influence	and	break	through	the	barriers	that	limit	their	access	to	the	policy	making	process	(Sabatier	and	Weible,	2007,	p.	192).		While	it	is	true	that	the	two	coalitions	under	consideration,	the	Green-Tea	Coalition	and	the	Floridians	for	
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Solar	Power	Public	Opinion	Statistics			 These	quotes	reflect	the	fact	that	solar	power	is	being	developed	across	the	nation.		Public	opinion	polls	show	widespread	support	for	the	development	of	renewable	energy,	regardless	of	party	ideology.		A	2016	Pew	Research	Center	poll	showed	that	83%	of	Conservative	Republicans	and	97%	of	Liberal	Democrats	supported	the	expansion	of	solar	power	deployment	(Funk	and	Kennedy,	2016).		The	numbers	for	moderates	from	both	political	parties,	fall	between	those	two	numbers	at	around	90	to	95%	according	to	information	provided	by	the	Pew	Research	Center	(Funk	and	Kennedy,	2016).				 A	2017	Pew	poll	found	that	65%	of	U.S.	adults	prioritize	the	development	of	alternative	energy	sources	over	the	27%	who	prioritize	expansion	of	fossil	fuel	production	(Kennedy,	2017).		These	types	of	numbers,	coupled	with	the	improved	affordability	of	the	technology,	are	moving	more	people	to	consider	installing	solar	power.		The	Pew	poll	reported	that	41%	of	U.S	adults	nationally	have	given	serious	consideration	to	installing	solar	on	their	homes.		In	the	West,	53%	were	seriously	considering	solar.		That	number	registered	36%	in	the	South,	38%	in	the	Northeast,	and	40%	in	the	Midwest	(Funk	and	Kennedy,	2016).		 Solar	power	has	become	an	established,	mainstream	issue	in	the	minds	of	the	American	public.		National	policies	like	the	30%	Federal	Solar	Investment	Tax	Credit,	favorable	state	policies	like	net-metering	and	power	purchase	agreements,	an	improved	political	landscape	with	cross-ideological	support,	and	public	approval	for	solar	across	the	board,	have	combined	to	make	renewables	in	general,	and	solar	in	particular,	ascendant	in	the	mind	of	the	public.	
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Policy	Learning			 In	most	cases,	when	the	ACF	examines	the	idea	of	“policy	learning”	it	is	examining	the	concept	within	the	context	of	outside	shocks	or	perturbations	that	reshuffle	the	policy	deck.		“Significant	perturbations	include	changes	in	socioeconomic	conditions,	regime	change,	outputs	from	other	subsystems,	or	disaster...These	external	shocks	can	shift	agendas,	focus	public	attention,	and	attract	the	attention	of	key	decision	making	sovereigns”	(Sabatier	and	Weible,	2007,	p.198).			 Within	the	example	of	Florida	and	Georgia,	“changes	in	socioeconomic	conditions”	and	“outputs	from	other	subsystems”	were	involved	in	helping	the	more	conservative	side	of	the	coalition	embrace	solar	power.		Briefly,	the	increasing	affordability	of	solar	technology	represented	a	change	in	the	socioeconomic	conditions	that	allowed	for	policy	learning	and	change	to	take	place.		Also,	the	insistence	of	Georgia	Power	to	pre-bill	their	customers	for	the	cost	overruns	at	Nuclear	Plant	Vogtle,	represented	an	example	of	an	“output	from	other	subsystems”	which	created	a	negative	reaction	to	those	bills	from	ratepayers.		This	negative	reaction	to	the	“output	of	other	subsystems”	caused	Debbie	Dooley	and	other	conservatives	to	explore	other	energy	options,	upon	which	they	learned	about	the	affordability	of	solar.				 Exploring	other	examples	of	policy	teaching	and	learning	surrounding	the	efforts	of	the	coalitions	that	promote	solar,	offer	various	areas	of	study	into	how	
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	 As	it	turns	out,	the	Germans	understood	what	they	were	doing	and	the	implications	it	had	for	the	world.		Markus	Steigenberger, an analyst at the 
European think tank	Agora, was quoted in Gillis’ New York times article saying  	
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“Indeed, the German people are paying significant money.  But in Germany, we 
can afford this — we are a rich country. It’s a gift to the world” (Gillis,	2014). Gerard	Reid,	an	Irish	financier	working	on	energy	transition	projects	in	Germany	was	also	quoted	as	saying,	“It’s	pretty	amazing	what’s	happening,	really…	The	Germans	call	it	a	transformation,	but	to	me	it’s	a	revolution”(Gillis,	2014).	
 These declines in price set off the widespread worldwide deployment of 
solar power, and brought solar power into markets where prices must be 
competitive in order to be considered, such as the American South.  This price 
decline has been critical to the economic competitiveness of solar power vs. fossil 













	 When	the	citizens	of	Colorado	(53%	in	favor)	and	the	state	of	Washington	(55%	in	favor)	voted	to	legalize	the	sale	and	recreational	use	of	marijuana	on	November	6,	2012,	they	instigated	a	significant	shift	in	the	country’s	relationship	with	the	controversial	drug	(Coffman,	2012).		Their	decision	also	represented	the	beginning	of	a	movement	towards	legalization	in	other	states.		As	of	October	2018,	nine	states	and	the	District	of	Columbia	had	legalized	marijuana	for	recreational	purposes	and	thirty-one	states,	the	District	of	Columbia,	Puerto	Rico,	and	Guam	had	legalized	it	for	medical	purposes	(Hartig	and	Geiger,	2018).		As	the	legalization	process	continued	to	take	place	in	these	states,	the	support	for	legalization	in	other	venues	began	to	become	more	bipartisan.				 A	2018	Pew	Research	poll	reported	that	62%	of	Americans	supported	the	legalization	of	marijuana;	this	represents	a	31%	increase	in	legalization	support	since	2000	(Hartig	and	Geiger,	2018).		Democrats	approve	of	legalization	by	a	count	of	seven	in	ten.		Republican	support	in	2018	for	legalization	stands	at	45%,	which	is	an	increase	of	6%	since	2015.		Independents	who	lean	Republican	support	legalization	by	a	percentage	of	59%	(Hartig	and	Geiger,	2018).				 As	these	numbers	move	in	the	direction	of	legalization,	particularly	among	Republicans,	more	states	are	beginning	to	consider	recreational	and	medical	legalization.		During	the	November	2018	mid-term	elections,	ballot	referendums	to	
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2016	and	2017	reported	that	an	estimated	130	people	died	daily	and	42,249	died	annually	of	opioid-related	overdoses	across	the	country.		HHS	also	reported	that	an	estimated	11.4	million	people	misused	prescription	opioids	and	886,000	people	used	heroin	in	these	years	(What	is	the	Opioid	Epidemic?,	2018).		Faced	with	these	statistics,	HHS	declared	the	Opioid	Crisis	a	Nationwide	Public	Heath	Emergency	on	October	26,	2017	(Department	of	Health	and	Human	Services,	2017).			 The	nationwide	Declaration	of	Emergency	helped	focus	the	attention	of	the	decision-makers	across	the	country.		A	critical	factor	concerning	governmental	reaction	to	the	opioid	crisis	is	the	impact	it	has	had	on	every	Congressional	district	in	the	country.		The	rich,	the	poor,	the	young,	the	old,	and	people	from	all	ethnicities	are	vulnerable	to	the	crisis.		Every	constituent	likely	knows	somebody	who	has	been	directly	or	indirectly	impacted.	With	this	kind	of	widespread	impact,	Congress	was	compelled	to	act.		 The	legislation	designed	to	address	the	crisis	was	introduced	in	the	House	as	H.R.6	SUPPORT	for	Patients	and	Communities	Act	and	had	16	bipartisan	co-sponsors.		A	brief	summary	of	the	bill	reads	“H.R.	6	includes	Medicaid,	Medicare,	and	public	health	reforms	to	combat	the	opioid	crisis	by	advancing	treatment	and	recovery	initiatives,	improving	prevention,	protecting	communities,	and	bolstering	efforts	to	combat	illicit	synthetic	drugs	like	fentanyl	(H.R. 6: SUPPORT for Patients 




































































































































































































































































































































































































































Laws	Governing	the	Ballot	Referendum	Process	in	Florida		1) The	proposed	amendment	must	only	address	one	subject.	2) The	proposed	amendment	must	not	exceed	75	words	in	length.	3) “Florida	law	does	not	establish	procedures	for	adjudicating	conflicting	measures.”	4) Before	gathering	signatures,	“Potential	sponsors	must	register	as	a	political	action	committee	for	campaign	finance	reasons…Group	must	submit	the	text	of	their	proposed	amendment	and	a	proof	copy	of	their	petition	form	to	the	secretary	of	state.”	5) “The	ballot	title	and	summary	are	submitted	by	sponsors	along	with	the	text	and	petition	form.		These	are	initially	reviewed	by	the	secretary	of	state.”	6) The	Supervisors	of	Elections	in	each	county	are	charged	with	preliminary	signature	counting.		“Proposed	measures	are	only	reviewed	after	proponents	collect	10%	of	required	signatures	across	the	state…After	preliminary	signatures	have	been	collected…the	secretary	of	state	will	submit	the	proposal	to	the	Florida	attorney	general…who	is	required	to	petition	the	Florida	Supreme	Court	for	an	advisory	opinion	on	measures	compliance	with	the	single-subject	rule	and	the	appropriateness	of	title	and	the	summary”	7) “…the	secretary	of	state	must	submit	the	proposal	to	the	Financial	Impact	Estimating	Conference…after	allowing	public	input	must	draft	a	concise	statement	of	the	effect	of	the	proposed	measure	on	revenue	and	expenditures.	8) “To	place	a	constitutional	amendment	on	the	ballot,	proponents	must	collect	signatures	equal	to	8	percent	of	the	total	number	of	votes	cast	in	the	last	presidential	election.”	9) “Proponents	must	obtain	signatures	equaling	at	least	8	percent	of	the	district-wide	vote	(in	the	most	recent	presidential	election)	in	at	least	half	(14)	of	the	state's	27	congressional	districts.”	10) 	In	Florida	there	are	no	laws	regarding	whether	circulators	are	permitted	to	sign	the	petition	that	they	are	circulating.	11) 	Florida	law	does	not	prohibit	pay-per-signature	methods	or	restrict	the	pay	of	petition	circulators.	12) 	Florida	does	not	require	petition	circulators	to	be	residents	of	the	state	13) 	Florida	law	does	not	require	that	paid	and	volunteer	circulators	be	identified	as	such	during	circulation.	14) 	“… the	legality	of	e-signatures	in	states	without	bans	is	largely	untested.	Florida	law	does	not	address	electronic	petition	signatures.”	15) 	In	Florida,	signatures	are	valid	for	two	years	after	the	date	they	were	signed.	Signatures	must	be	verified	by	February	1	of	the	year	they	are	to	appear	on	the	ballot.	
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Floridians for Solar Choice – Founding Organizations 
Christian Coalition of America 
Conservatives for Energy Freedom 
Florida Alliance for Renewable Energy 
Florida Retail Federation 
Florida Solar Energy Industries Association 
Libertarian Party of Florida 
Republican Liberty Caucus of Florida 
Republican Liberty Caucus of Tampa Bay 
Southern Alliance for Clean Energy 
WTEC 
Floridians for Solar Choice – Supporting Organizations 
350.org 
All Women Rising 
Audubon Society of the Everglades 
Central Florida Solar Advocates 
Clean Water Action 
The Cleo Institute 
The Climate Reality Project 
Collier Citizens for Sustainability 
Conservancy of Southwest Florida 
Conservatives for Responsible Stewardship 
Democratic Environmental Caucus of Florida 
Earth Ethics, Inc. 
Earthjustice 
Ecology Party of Florida 
Environmental Coalition of Miami & the Beaches (ECOMB) 
Environmental Defense Fund 
Environment Florida 
Evangelical Environmental Network 
Everglades Coalition 
Florida Alliance for Retired Americans 
Florida Green Chamber of Commerce 
Florida Renewable Energy Association (FREA) 
Florida Restaurant and Lodging Association 
Florida Wildlife Federation 
Friends of the Everglades 
Green Party of Florida 
Greenpeace USA 
H & H Design and Construction Inc. 






Hernando County Democratic Club 
IDEAS for Us 
Interfaith Justice League 
League of Women Voters of Florida 
Libertarian Party of Seminole County 
Mosaic 
National Equal Rights Amendment Alliance, Inc. 
Oceana 
Organize Now 
Physicians for Social Responsibility, Florida 
Progress Florida 
ReThink Energy Florida 
Sanibel-Captiva Conservation Foundation 
SEIA 
Sierra Club Florida 
Solar Education Association of Florida Keys 
South Florida Audubon Society 
South Florida Wildlands Association 
Space Coast Climate Change Initiative 
Space Coast Progressive Alliance 
Stewards Of Sustainability (SoS) 
Sunshine State Interfaith Power and Light 
Surfrider Foundation 
The Tea Party Network 
Tropical Audubon Society 
Union of Concerned Scientists 
Unitarian Universalist Justice Florida 
U.S. Green Building Council North Florida Chapter 
Venice Area Audubon Society 
Women4Solar 


































































Stakeholder Interview Recruitment Email 
Brian Toibin, L. Douglas Wilder School of Gov’t and Public Affairs (PI) 
Note:  This subject recruitment letter will be sent via direct e-mail to individuals representing 
each of the stakeholder groups identified in this project – members of the solar coalitions under 
study and policy players who have had the opportunity to observe the actions and effectiveness of 
the coalitions’ efforts.  
Targeted follow-up e-mails will be sent to each individual who has not responded roughly two 
weeks after the initial e-mail, then again two weeks later.  Brian Toibin (PI) will send all e-mails 
from his VCU e-mail address (toibinbt@vcu.edu).   
Initial E-Mail 
Hello _____, 
My name is Brian Toibin, and I am a PhD candidate in the L. Douglas Wilder School of Gov’t 
and Public Affairs at Virginia Commonwealth University in Richmond, Virginia.   
I am writing to ask if you would be willing to participate in a brief telephone interview for a 
research study on the bi-partisan/cross-ideological public policy coalitions that have formed to 
support solar energy in the American South. The specific coalitions under study are the Green 
Tea Coalition and Floridians for Solar Choice. I am looking for persons who have been deeply 
involved in these pro-solar coalitions and persons who have had the opportunity to observe the 
effectiveness of the coalitions’ efforts in Georgia or Florida. I found your information via [insert 
brief description of how the interview subject was identified, either via internet research or 
snowball sampling].  
This telephone interview would be part of a research project to explore how these coalitions 
formed, the public policy actions they have undertaken, the motivations of their members, and the 
effectiveness of their efforts. Gaining the first-hand perspectives of involved stakeholders 
concerning the efforts of these coalitions is very important to the success of this study. The 
interview would be a semi-structured interview organized around ten to fifteen primary questions, 
and would take approximately 30 minutes to complete.   
The telephone interview would be recorded. Your identity and responses will remain anonymous 
if that is your wish. If you desire to remain anonymous, neither your name nor your 
organizational affiliation would be published in the final project report or any other publicly 
available materials.  Any publications resulting from this research will use anonymous identifiers 
to describe the participating institutions and organizations.  Your participation would be entirely 
voluntary, you may skip any questions that you prefer not to answer, and you could stop at any 
time without penalty.  
If you have any questions about the interview, or how the results will be used, please contact me 
at the e-mail address or phone number below.  I will send one follow-up email in approximately 
two weeks to remind you of this survey request.  If you wish to opt-out of further survey requests, 
please send me a brief email to that effect. 
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In closing, your participation in this study would add significant value to this academic public 




L. Douglas Wilder School of Gov’t and Public Affairs 






I am writing to follow up on my request for a brief telephone interview on solar coalitions in the 
American South and related issues around solar energy policy.   
This telephone interview would be part of a research project to explore how these coalitions 
formed, the public policy actions they have undertaken, the motivations of their members, and the 
effectiveness of their efforts. Gaining the first-hand perspectives of involved stakeholders 
concerning the efforts of these coalitions is very important to the success of this study. The 
interview would be a semi-structured interview organized around ten to fifteen primary questions, 
and would take approximately 30 minutes to complete.   
The telephone interview would be recorded. Your identity and responses will remain anonymous 
if that is your wish. If you desire to remain anonymous, neither your name nor your 
organizational affiliation would be published in the final project report or any other publicly 
available materials.  Any publications resulting from this research will use anonymous identifiers 
to describe the participating institutions and organizations of those who choose anonymity.  Your 
participation would be entirely voluntary, you may skip any questions that you prefer not to 
answer, and you could stop at any time without penalty.   
In closing, your participation in this study would add significant value to this academic public 
policy effort to gain a better understanding of the significant events taking place surrounding 
these coalitions.  
Thank you, 
Brian Toibin 
L. Douglas Wilder School of Gov’t and Public Affairs 


































































































	 	 	 	 	
• Maintained	pool	facilities,	supervised	lifeguards,	and	coached	summer	league	swim	team	
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• Implemented	and	taught	Red	Cross	programs	for	lifeguard	training	and	swimming	lessons	
SKILLS	
• Strong	knowledge	and	interest	in	public	policy	research	and	international	renewable	energy	policies	
• Experienced	teacher,	trainer,	and	curriculum	writer	
• Experienced	researcher,	emphasis	on	academic	and	special	libraries	
• Excellent	oral	and	written	communication	skills	
• Strong	computer	and	technology	skills	
MISCELLANEOUS		
• Scholarship	Swimmer	–	James	Madison	University,	1984	–	1988	
• Colonial	Athletic	Association	Scholar	Athlete,	1987	
• Other	interests	include	travel,	emerging	technologies,	writing,	politics,	current	events,	reading,	sports,	and	outdoor	activities		
 															
